28301-28375] NOTICES OF JUDGMENT 119

ness, loss of appetite, general ill health, rheumatism, sour stomach, nerve-sexual
debility, impure blood, pimples, blotches, indigestion, torpid liver, weak men
and women, kidney and bladder troubles, pains in the back and hips, lost
manhood, sallow, muddy complexion, and malaria; and effective to remove
filth from the stomach ; that the liniment was effective as a treatment, remedy,
and cure for rheumatism, stiff, sore or swollen joints, neuralgia, toothaches,
pain of any description, cramps, dysentery and summer complaints; and that
the treatment tablets were effective as a treatment for men and women in a
weak and run-down sex condition; effective to give strength, pep, and energy;
and effective when used in connection with Puritan Iron Tonic, to restore lost
manhood.

On October 8, 1937, the defendants entered pleas of guilty and the court
imposed a fine of $200 against the corporation, and a fine of $100 against each
of the individual defendants, and assessed costs of the proceedings.

Harry L. BRoWN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

28322. Misbranding of Pneumo 0il. U. S. v. 15 Packages of Pneumo 0il. De-
fault decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. No. 39521.
Sample No. 14645-C.)

This product bore on its labeling false and fraudulent representations regard-
ing its curative or therapeutic effects. It also contained less alcohol than
was declared on the label.

On May 4, 1937, the United States attorney for the Northern District of Ohio,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court
a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 15 packages of Pneumo OQil at
Toledo, Ohio, alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about July 12, 1933, by the Pneumo Oil Co. from Detroit, Mich.,
and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act as amended.

Analysis showed that the article consisted essentially of kerosene, oil of
peppermint, and a small amount of camphor. It contained ne alcohol.

It was alleged to be misbranded in that the carton, bottle label, and circular
bore false and fraudulent statements regarding its effectiveness for the relief
of pneumonia, bronchitis, tonsillitis, pleurisy, quinsy, sore throat, neuritis,
lumbago, rheumatism, inflammation, coughs, soreness, painful swellings, men-
strual suffering, and influenza. The article was alleged to be misbranded
further in that the statement “Alcohol 109%,” appearing on the carton and bottle
label, was false and misleading since it contained no alcohol.

On October 19, 1937, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

HArrY L. BROWN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

28323. Misbranding of Lawrence Caustic Balsam, U. S. v. Lawrence-Williams
Co., and Paul T. Lawrence. Pleas of nolo contendere; finding of guilty.
¥ines, $200 and costs. (F. & D. No. 38647. Sample Ne. 58784-—0.)

The labeling of this product contained false and fraudulent representations
regarding its curative or therapeutic effects and false and misleading repre-
sentations to the effect that it was absolutely safe; whereas it contained can-
tharides, a blistering agent.

On June 26, 1937, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court an information against the Lawrence-Williams Co., a corporation, Cleve-
land, Ohio, and Paul T. Lawrence, alleging shipment by said defendants in
violation of the Food and Drugs Act as amended, on or about November 21,
1986, from the State of Ohio into the State of New York of a quantity of
-Lawrence Caustic Balsam which was misbranded. It was labeled in part:
“The Lawrence-Williams Co. " Cleveland Ohio.” ‘

Analysis showed that the article consisted chiefly of a saponified oil, a terpene
oil, and cantharides.

It was alleged to be misbranded in that certain statements in the labeling
regarding its therapeutic and curative effects, falsely and fraudulently repre-
sented that it was effective as a treatment, remedy, and cure for human ail-
ments and for torturous ache or pain; effective to relieve human ailments, to
strengthen the muscles and as a treatment for open or raw flesh; effective to
force out corruption and create a healthy surface; effective to relieve pain in
humans; effective as a treatment, remedy, and cure for caked udders, bone
spavin. carpitis (inflammation of the knee), inflammation of the knee joint,
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fistula, founder laminitis, acute founder, inflammation of the laminae, laryngitis
(inflammation of the throat), inflammation of the head or windpipe (larynx),
muscular inflammation, inflammation of the muscles, poll evil (fistula of withers),
quittor, all cases in which matter forms in the foot, splint, bard bony tumor,
stifle lameness and strain of ligaments in animals; and effective to promote a
new and sounder growth of the hoof. It was alleged to be misbranded further
in that the statement in a booklet shipped with the article, “Absolutely Safe,”
was false and misleading since the article was not absolutely safe but con-
tained cantharides, a blistering agent which rendered it unsafe.

On November 8, 1937, pleas of nolo contendere having been entered on behalf
of the defendants, they were found guilty and sentenced to pay fines totaling
$200 and costs. .

Harry L. BrowN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

28324, Adulteration and misbranding of elixir sulfanilamide. U. S. v. 5 Gallons
and 3 Pints of Elixir Sulfanilamide (and 24 other seizure actions
against the same product). Default decrees of condemnation and
destruction. (F. & D. Nos. 40526, 40534, 40557, 40558, 40561, 40562, 40563,
to 40566, incl., 40572 to 40576, incl,, 40603 to 40609, incl., 40611, 40629, 40633,
40636, 40720, 40721, 40859, 40860. Sample Nos. 21573-C, 24540-C, 24541-C,
39097-C, 39593-C, 43536-C, 43872—C, 43873-C, 44259-C, 44261-C, 44262-C,
47453—-C, 47467-C, 48537-C, 49901-C, 49902-C, 49903-C, 54104-C. 56875-C,
57301-C, 57302-C, 57901-C, 57902-C, 58410-C, 58421-C, 61226-C, 62981-C,
62982—C, 62Y88-C, 64494-C, incl.)

This product was represented to be an elixir of sulfanilamide; whereas it
consisted of sulfanilamide in a solution of 75 percent diethylene glycol, a poi-
son, and 25 percent of water. :

On October 20, 1937, and on various dates thereafter up to and including
November 17, 1937, 25 libels were filed in 15 district courts by the United States
attorneys of said districts, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture,
praying seizure and condemnation of a total of 47 gallon bottles, 603 pint bot-
tles, 12 8-ounce bottles, and 103 sample bottles of elixir sulfanilamide in various
lots at New York, N. Y.; San Francisco, Calif.; San Juan, P. R.; Jackson,
Miss.; Church Road and Richmord, Va.; Salisbury, Md.: Detroit, Highland
Park, and Dearborn, Mich., Alton, Cisne, and East St. Louis, Ill; Fort Worth,
Tex.; Williston and Hampton, S. C.; Waynesboro, Swainsboro, Wrens, and
MecDonough, Ga.; Bristol, Tenn.; and Kansas City, Mo. The libels alleged that
the product, with the exceptions hereinafter referred to, had been shipped in
interstate commerce from Bristol, Tenn., Kansas City, Mo., and New York, N. Y.,
by the S. E. Massengill Co., between the dates of September 4 and October 15,
1987. The lots seized at Bristol, Tenn., and Kansas City, Mo., had been returned
to the S. E. Massengill Co. during the latter part of October and the early part
of November 1937, by various individuals and firms to whom they formerly had
been shipped by the S. E. Massengill Co., the goods having been returned under
instructions of said company. One pint bottle seized was part of a lot which
had been purchased from the S. E. Massengill Co. by the Meyer Bros. Drug
Co. under a guaranty that the product complied with the Federal Food and
Drugs Act and had been shipped by the latter firm from St. Louis, Mo., to East
8t. Louis, Ill., on or about October 5, 1987. The article was labeled in part:
“Rlixir Sulfanilamide * * * 8. E. Massengill Company * * * Bristol,
Tenn.-va.”

The libels alleged that the article was adulterated in that its purity fell below
the professed standard under which it was sold, namely, “Blixir Sulfanilamide,”
since it was not an elixir of sulfanilamide but was a solution of sulfanilamide
in a mixture of diethylene glycol and water.

It was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement on the bottle label,
“HElixir Sulfanilamide,” was false and misleading as applied to an article con-
taining sulfanilamide dissolved in diluted diethylene glycol and in that the
statement on the sticker attached to the bottle stopper, “Quality Pharmaceu-
ticals.! was false and misleading as applied to an article consisting of a solu-
tion of sulfanilamide in diluted diethylene glycol. One lot of the article was
alleged to he misbranded further in that its label indicated that it was manu-
factured at Bristol, Tenn.-Va.; whereas that lot had been manufactured at
Kansas City, Mo.

No claim was entered for the product. Between the dates of November 12,
1937, and April 13, 1938, judgments of condemnation were entered in all cases
and the product was ordered destroyed.

HarrY L. BrRowN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



